7 138 synesthetic associations reported by the participants were highly consistent over time.
139 None of the participants had a history of neurological or psychiatric disorders, and 140 reported normal or corrected-to-normal vision. Visual acuity was measured using the 141 Snellen acuity chart and the contrast sensitivity FACT test (Stereo Optical Company 142 Inc., Chicago, IL, United States). Stereoscopic vision was assessed using the Randot 143 Test (Stereo Optical Co., Inc., Chicago, IL). All participants consented to participate in Three types of stimulus were used: a synesthetic stimulus, a non-synesthetic 159 stimulus, and a suppressor stimulus. The synesthetic stimulus was a number "5" for all 160 participants except one (see Table 1 ), while the non-synesthetic stimulus was a symbol 161 created from the trait features of the respective alphanumeric synesthetic (see Fig 1) . 
181
Synesthetic and non-synesthetic stimuli, that is, alphanumeric and abstract 182 stimuli, respectively, were displayed in two experimental conditions. In the achromatic 
230
The task method consisted of a spatial two-alternative forced choice. The 231 participants were instructed to press the left or the right arrow key when one stimulus 
260
The ANOVA conducted on perceptual flash suppression trials showed no main 266 0.661] was found to be statistically significant. As is depicted in Fig 4, all participants 267 exhibited a significantly shorter duration of suppression in the chromatic condition than 268 in the achromatic condition, and this effect was stronger for alphanumeric stimuli. 280 Second, a similar approach was conducted by excluding the synesthete participant who 281 showed a projector synesthesia profile, as revealed by the online synesthesia battery 282 test. Results from these two ANOVA remained the same (data not shown). It should be 283 noted that Z-score tests revealed that the performance of the projector synesthete 284 participant was not significantly different from the other synesthete participants, or from 285 the control participants.
286
For non-flash-suppression trials, the ANOVA revealed robust significant effects of 292 = 2.877, p = 0.106, η 2 = 0.132]. Thus participants perceived chromatic stimuli faster 293 than achromatic stimuli ( Fig 5) . In addition, alphanumeric stimuli were more rapidly 294 reported than abstract stimuli. In comparison to controls, target detection in all 295 conditions was in general faster in synesthete participants. Of note, the performance of 
361
In the explicit detection task (Fig.5) , synesthetes were faster than controls, 362 regardless of whether the stimuli were colored and/or synesthetic. 374 Thus synesthetes might differ in how willing they are to affirm the existence of a 375 stimulus, which corresponds with the decision criterion in the signal detection theory, 376 and impacts the observers' discrimination responses. The faster target detection may 377 therefore be the result of a criterion shift (response bias) rather than a true effect of 378 discrimination. While our study was not designed to verify this possibility, it appears 379 unlikely because the performance of the synesthetes was not different from the controls 380 in the flash suppression condition. In addition, many studies using a signal detection
